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CONCLUSIONSCONCLUSIONS
• Rulemaking authority is delegated legislative authority.  Be 

careful!
• Rules, properly drafted and enacted have important 

administrative functions:

Agency personnelAgency personnel have clear direction for navigating 
complex processes;

CitizensCitizens receive guidance and know what to expect from a 
government agency;

CourtsCourts often give deference to standards and procedures 
established by a rigorous and public rulemaking process.
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